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of the close of business of the previous
day, or on Mondays it would be, of
course, for the previous Friday.

As of the close of business yesterday,
October 12, the Federal debt stood at
$4,972,685,593,071.75. And this figure is
approximately $27 billion away from $5
trillion which the Federal Government
will surpass later this year or early
next year. On a per capita basis, every
man, woman and child in America owes
$18,876.40, as is his or her share of that
debt.

No wonder babies come into this
world crying.

f

THE NOMINATION OF JIM SASSER
TO SERVE AS UNITED STATES
AMBASSADOR TO MAINLAND
CHINA

Mr. HELMS. Mr. President, on an-
other subject, with varying frequency
all Senators occasionally find them-
selves in the predicament of having to
be in two places or more at one time.
Generally, the problem can be resolved
by dividing time between conflicting
responsibilities. This happened to me
yesterday, when the distinguished
former Senator from Tennessee, Jim
Sasser, appeared before the Foreign Re-
lations Committee, having been sched-
uled a week or so earlier in connection
with his nomination by President Clin-
ton to serve as United States. Ambas-
sador to mainland China, which calls
itself the People’s Republic of China. If
ever there was a misnomer, that is it.

In any case, the hearing had been set
several days ago for 10 a.m. yesterday
morning.

On Wednesday evening, the distin-
guished majority leader and the distin-
guished minority leader of the Senate
scheduled the Cuba Libertad bill to be
the pending business of the Senate at
11 a.m. yesterday. This kind of schedul-
ing happens to all Senators with a high
degree of frequency, as I say. And all of
us understand that it is endemic to
Senate procedure.

Yesterday morning I knew it would
be a tight fit to handle both respon-
sibilities, but I had many times done it
before. But yesterday it did not turn
out quite that way.

In any event, in my opening state-
ment as chairman of the Senate For-
eign Relations Committee I wanted to
say some positive things about former
Senator Sasser’s nomination to be Am-
bassador to Communist China. So, mid-
way through my brief remarks I com-
mented, and I quote myself:

When Jim was nominated, I was espe-
cially pleased to learn that the Presi-
dent had nominated a gentleman who
hasn’t always been that easy on the
Communists in Beijing.

When Mr. Sasser was in the Senate,
in fact, he and I often agreed on our re-
spective approaches to China.

Between 1988 and 1994 Senator Sasser
voted six times to condition the re-
newal of most-favored-nation trading
status for China until the Chinese
made significant progress on human

rights. He helped override President
Bush’s veto of the legislation prohibit-
ing the President from extending MFN
until the Chinese cleaned up their act
after the massacre of 1989.

I commend Senator Sasser for stand-
ing firm.

In his capacity as Senator from Ten-
nessee, Jim Sasser voted to impose
some of the very sanctions against
China that many U.S. businessmen now
actively seek to relax—for example,
the suspension of the operations in
China by the Overseas Private Invest-
ment Corporation. Senator Sasser sup-
ported restrictions on the transfer of
nuclear equipment, materials, or tech-
nology to China unless specific condi-
tions were met. These were hard, tough
issues and Senator Sasser chose the
right way every time. I hope he will
continue to stick by his principles in
making the decisions he will have to
make as Ambassador Sasser.

Now that he has been nominated to
represent the President and the execu-
tive branch, I trust he will understand,
encourage, and support the congres-
sional role in the formulation and ad-
aptation of the United States foreign
policy toward China, Taiwan, and
Tibet.

That was the statement I made yes-
terday at the hearing.

Now, then, I am getting to the point.
Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the full text of a letter I have
this afternoon faxed to Senator Sasser
be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

U.S. SENATE,
Washington, DC, October 13, 1995.

Hon. JIM SASSER,
Ambassador Nominate to the People’s Republic

of China, U.S. Department of State, Wash-
ington, DC.

DEAR JIM: It was unfortunate that cir-
cumstances yesterday required that I depart
from your hearing and go to the Senate
Floor to manage a piece of legislation that
became the Senate’s pending business at 11
a.m.

Your comments on two matters after I de-
parted left two significant additional mat-
ters that I feel obliged to have you discuss
further in a second public hearing on your
nomination.

They are: (1) Your comment after I had de-
parted, to the effect that you ‘‘corrected the
record’’ (according to media reports) by tes-
tifying that you had become ‘‘less and less
convinced’’ that it was correct to link trade
with China to human rights, and (2) your
comments relating to China’s threat to dis-
band Hong Kong’s Legislative Council.

It need not be a lengthy hearing but I be-
lieve it essential that there be one. Accord-
ingly, I am asking Admiral Nance and his
staff to work with you and the State Depart-
ment in scheduling your appearance at the
most mutually agreeable date and time.

It is my intent to schedule a business
meeting of the Foreign Relations Committee
as quickly as possible for a vote on reporting
your nomination to the Senate.

Sincerely,
JESSE HELMS.

Mr. HELMS. Let me read the letter.
Dear JIM: It was unfortunate that cir-

cumstances yesterday required that I depart

from your hearing and go to the Senate
Floor to manage a piece of legislation that
became the Senate’s pending business at 11
a.m.

Your comments on two matters after I de-
parted left two significant additional mat-
ters that I feel obliged to have you discuss
further in a second public hearing on your
nomination.

They are: (1) Your comment after I had de-
parted, to the effect that you ‘‘corrected the
record’’ (according to media reports) by tes-
tifying that you had become ‘‘less and less
convinced’’ that it was correct to link trade
with China to human rights, and (2) your
comments relating to China’s threat to dis-
band Hong Kong’s Legislative Council.

It need not be a lengthy hearing but I be-
lieve it essential that there be one. Accord-
ingly, I am asking Admiral Nance and his
staff to work with you and the State Depart-
ment in scheduling your appearance at the
most mutually agreeable date and time.

It is my intent to schedule a business
meeting of the Foreign Relations Committee
as quickly as possible for a vote on reporting
your nomination to the Senate.

When I made my statement, my posi-
tive statement, regarding the Sasser
nomination, and identified the six
votes that Senator Sasser as a Senator
had cast correctly, he nodded. It never
dawned on me that he was going to cor-
rect the record after I left the hearing.
If he had made any indication of what
he was going to do, I would have called
the Senate floor and said I will be de-
layed in getting there, because it is
time that the American people, and
particularly those of us who say we
represent the American people, under-
stand that we become a part of what
we condone. For us to condone what is
going on in Red China is to be a part of
it. And that is the reason I want to
hear further from Senator Sasser,
about his nomination to be Ambas-
sador to Communist China—which they
call the People’s Republic of China.

Mr. President, yesterday’s comments
by Mr. Sasser relating to the adminis-
tration’s position on China’s threat to
disband and abolish the Hong Kong
Legislative Council deserves a bit more
comment as well. I do not challenge
the opinion expressed by Mr. Sasser on
behalf of the administration regarding
this action by China. I want to empha-
size, however, that China is sweeping
away every vestige of democracy in
Hong Kong. It is a matter that deserves
somewhat more detailed understanding
by Americans of precisely what is at
stake in Hong Kong.

Therefore, Mr. President, I ask unan-
imous consent that a front page article
of the South China Morning Post faxed
to me from Hong Kong be printed in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the mate-
rial was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

[From the South China Morning Post, Oct.
13, 1995]

U.S. NOMINEE SAYS CHINA HAS RIGHT TO
DISBAND LEGCO

(By Simon Beck)
The nominee to become U.S. Ambassador

to China last night appeared to side with
Beijing one the Hong Kong question, saying
China was not required to keep the Legisla-
tive Council in place after 1997.
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Even though former senator James Sasser

said he hoped China would not carry out its
threat to abolish Legco, his remarks at this
sensitive time are certain to be viewed with
alarm.

Until now, successive administrations have
lent strong support to widening the demo-
cratic franchise in the territory. Governor
Chris Patten was praised for his brave stand
in going ahead with his reforms in the face of
violent opposition from Beijing, Democratic
Party leader Martin Lee Chu-ming was re-
cently feted in the U.S. and awarded the
American Bar Association Human Rights
Award.

But speaking at his Senate confirmation
hearing late last night, Mr. Sasser said:
‘‘Governor Patten has sought to ‘enlarge it’
[the 1984 Joint Declaration] to some extent
by his encouragement of the democratic
movement in Hong Kong.

‘‘The Chinese have indicated that they are
not going to abide by this democratic elec-
tion of legislative councillors, and clearly by
the covenant of 1984, they are not required
to. But I am hopeful they will reconsider
that.’’

His comments appeared to conflict with
the passion in the US for supporting the con-
tinuation of Hong Kong’s rights and free-
doms after 1997.

In June, senators joined senior officials in
declaring US determination to stay deeply
involved in the future of the territory.

China came under fire from all sides for
blocking the Court of Final Appeal and for
vowing to dismantle the Legislative Council.

Assistant Secretary of State Winslow Lord
said the Legco issue had caused great con-
cern to Washington and warned that appar-
ent moves by China to put pressure on civil
servants were ‘‘making many in the career
rank uncomfortable at a time when Beijing
should instead be reassuring them’’.

Former US attorney-general Dick
Thornburgh said China ‘‘has signalled its in-
tention to renege on virtually all of the
guarantees it made to preserve Hong Kong’s
legal system and the rule of law’’.

He said he was troubled by the lack of at-
tention that Hong Kong and its people were
receiving despite the gravity of the develop-
ments taking place in the territory.

Beijing has warned Britain not to
‘‘internationalise’’ the Hong Kong issue and
the US not to interfere in China’s internal
affairs.

Foreign Relations Committee chairman
Senator Jesse Helms, a staunch critic of
China, promised to ‘‘expedite’’ Mr. Sasser’s
confirmation for the Beijing job.

A vote could come within one week at
which Mr. Sasser is expected to be easily
confirmed.

Mr. Sasser vowed to push for human rights
improvements in China, stick firmly to the
United States’ one-China policy and promote
US trade with Beijing.

Mr. Sasser told senators: ‘‘Some people say
China needs us more than we need China.
The reality is that China and the United
States need each other.’’

Asked by several senators how he would
handle Tibet and other human rights issues,
he replied: ‘‘I intend at every appropriate oc-
casion and on occasions when it might not
seem appropriate to make the views of the
administration known in this regard.

‘‘The American people expect the Chinese
Government to respect the human rights of
its own citizens.’’

The White House made a symbolic gesture
of support for its nominee, by sending Vice-
President Al Gore to urge the committee to
support Mr. Sasser, whom he described ‘‘a
man of stature, wisdom and authority’’.

Mr. Sasser, who when he was a senator
voted six times to link China’s trading sta-

tus to human rights, said he had changed his
mind and now believed that trading with
China was the best way to encourage free-
dom and democracy in that country.

On Taiwan, he defended the administra-
tion’s one-China policy.

If he is confirmed before October 24, Mr.
Sasser said he hoped to take part in the sum-
mit meeting in New York between presidents
Jiang Zemin and Bill Clinton.

The only question as to Mr. Sasser’s com-
petence in the job was raised by Senator
Craig Thomas, who pointed out that the past
five ambassadors were career diplomats with
much China experience, and not political ap-
pointees like Mr. Sasser.

However, Mr. Sasser, a Democrat who lost
his Senate seat last year, said he had spent
recent months studying Chinese language
and politics at Harvard University and the
Foreign Service Institute.

Mr. HELMS. I thank the Chair. I
apologize for keeping the Senate in ses-
sion a little bit longer than would oth-
erwise have been the case.

I yield the floor.
I suggest the absence of a quorum.
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The

clerk will call the roll.
The assistant legislative clerk pro-

ceeded to call the roll.
Mr. COVERDELL. Mr. President, I

ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
HELMS). Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

f

THE LIBERTAD BILL

Mr. COVERDELL. Mr. President,
first I would like to commend the Pre-
siding Officer, the chairman of the For-
eign Relations Committee, for the at-
tention and dedication to the legisla-
tion that is pending before the Senate,
the Libertad bill which deals with the
notorious dictator and the oppression
that has occurred for over three dec-
ades over the people in Cuba, and for
your attempts to address those vital is-
sues.

As you know, Mr. President, I spoke
on that yesterday in support of your ef-
fort with particular emphasis on the
abrogation of property rights. This has
been something that has bothered me,
not only in Cuba but in Nicaragua and
other countries in the hemisphere, and
I think the President is doing exem-
plary service, not only for our citizens,
but citizens around the world in con-
fronting the issue of the confiscation of
property in our world today, and with-
out compensation and without appro-
priate redress.

So I compliment the Chair.

f

THE FISCAL AFFAIRS OF THE
UNITED STATES

Mr. COVERDELL. Mr. President, I
also appreciate your accepting the
duty of presiding so that I might make
a comment or two about a number of
the speeches that have been made as
amendments and commentary at the
time of discussing your bill that had
nothing whatsoever to do with your
bill.

From the other side of the aisle, we
have heard repeatedly criticism of the
efforts of the new majority to take
charge of the fiscal affairs of the Unit-
ed States, even though the vast major-
ity of the American people sent this
new majority here to do just that.
They have rejected the status quo.
They have rejected the concept of
spending money we do not have. They
have rejected the prospect of robbing
the future of its opportunity because
there are no resources left. They have
rejected the idea that this Nation not
stumble into the next century 5 years
from now. Yet, all we hear is the same
song sheet—leave everything the way
it is, and reject the pleas of the Amer-
ican people to take charge of our own
financial house.

I tell you. It is mind-boggling.
We have said there are four things

that must happen. We must balance
our budgets. Eighty-eight percent of
the American people say we must bal-
ance our budget. Are we deaf? They
want the budget balanced, and for good
reason. They have to balance their own
checkbooks. They have to balance the
checkbooks of their businesses. And
they know nations have to do the same
thing.

I was reading in the bipartisan enti-
tlement commission report just the
other day where it said—and it ought
to be a loud wake-up call for every
American, and certainly for the Presi-
dent and for every American policy-
maker. It says this: It says that within
10 years—that is a snap of a finger—
within 10 years all U.S. resources will
be exhausted by just five programs.
Just five—Social Security, Medicare,
Medicaid, Federal retirement, and the
interest on our debt. And there is noth-
ing left. We will not be debating a B–2
bomber. There will not be one, nor any-
thing else to defend the Nation, nor a
school lunch program nor a Transpor-
tation Department nor a Commerce
Department nor any of them. No Amer-
ican, no Member of this Senate, not a
person who has abused their financial
affairs can carry out their mission—
not a person, not a family, not a busi-
ness, not a community and yes, Mr.
President, not even nations. No genera-
tion of Americans has ever given the
future a country crippled. But we are
perilously close to doing just that.

Mr. President, we have said we must
balance our budgets so that we quit
adding debt. We have said we want to
save Medicare because the trustees
have said it is going bankrupt, and we
want to protect it and preserve it. And
we want to save $270 billion, not for a
tax increase, but by law to keep it in
the Medicare Trust Fund so that its
solvency is pushed out years from now
so that it does not go bankrupt, so that
the current beneficiaries will not have
the program closed, and, importantly,
so the beneficiaries to come will have
it in place.

We said welfare as it is known must
come to an end. You would be hard
pressed to find a single citizen in this
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